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Old King William Homes and Families. An account of some of 
the Old Homesteads and Families of King William County, Virginia, 
from its Earliest Settlement. By Peyton Neale Clarke, Louisville, Ky. 
Louisville: John P. Morton and Company, 1897. 

This handsome book contains matter of interest to many people all 
over Virginia, the South and West. Mr. Clarke has evidently taken 
great pains to make the genealogies it contains as accurate as possible, 
and its deficiencies are due to lack of information, and not to any want 
of research on the author's part. Of course in many of the genealogies 
he has been able to tell all that any one can ascertain in regard to the 
families treated of; but in others he has been led into error by following 
erroneous accounts already in print, or by accepting statements 
made by people in regard to their own ancestry. As a rule it is not safe 
to publish the traditional accounts of Virginia families, unless they have 
been checked by a reference to remaining records. Mr. Clarke labored 
under the disadvantage of writing of a county, all of the records of 
which had been destroyed. Taking the disadvantages into considera- 
tion, the author has done his work well and made a real contribution to 
Virginia local history and genealogy. 

In case a second edition is called for, and we hear the book has had a 
large sale, the author will doubtless wish to make all possible correc- 
tions, so we will call attention to some things we have noted. 

The Aylett genealogy published states that Wm. Aylett, vestryman of 
Bruton parish in 1674, was father of Wm. Aylett, clerk of King William 
1702-14, who married Anne Ashton, and was father of Philip, John, and 
probably others, and that Philip was the father of Col. Wm. Aylett, of 
the Revolution. Now there is a case in one of the Virginia Court of 
Appeals reports which states that Wm. Aylett had at least four daughters 
and three sons, Philip, Benjamin and John, and that the son Philip was 
the father of Wm. Aylett, "the grandson," who owned large tracts of 
land in King William, James City, Warwick and Bedford; and by will, 
April, 1780, left his lands in King William and at Drummond's Neck, in 
James City, to his son Philip, and his lands in Warwick and Bedford to 
his son William, and legacies to his daughters, Mary, Anne and Re- 
becca. The Wm. Aylett whose will was dated 1780, was Col. Aylett of 
the Revolution, so the names of the members of the direct line, William, 
Philip, William, are correct, as given by Mr. Clarke; but he has con- 
fused their identity. 
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There is on record in Westmoreland county the marriage settlement 
between William Aylett, Jr., son of William Aylett, of King William, 
gent., and Ann, daughter of Henry Ashton. This is dated 1724. The 
will of William Aylett, of Westmoreland, was dated and proved in 1744. 
He had been married twice, and had by the first wife, Ann Ashton, two 
daughters only, Elizabeth and Anne; and by the wife who survived him 
two, Anne (2d) and Mary. He mentions the estates of his deceased 
brothers, John and Benjamin, and makes a bequest to his brother, Philip. 
So William Aylett, the Clerk of King William, had issue: (1) Philip, 
(2) John, (3) Benjamin, 14) William, of Westmoreland, who married 
Ann Ashton, &c\, and left only daughters. The son, Philip, was the 
father of Colonel William Aylett. It is a curious instance of the uncer- 
tainty of records that one of the epitaphs copied from " Fairfield " states, 
that Martha, daughter of Captain William Dandridge, and wife of Philip 
Aylett, was an aunt of Mrs. Washington. This was, of course, not true, 
for Mrs. Washington's father, John Dandridge, is believed (there is no 
positive evidence, except that he was certainly not a son) to have been bro- 
ther of Captain William Dandridge. Of course, this epitaph must have 
been written long after the death of all the persons mentioned in it, or the 
real facts would have been known. There is also an error in regard to 
the Baylors. It was George, not John, Baylor who married Lucy, 
daughter of Mann Page. It may be true that a daughter of George 
Baylor married William Lyne; but her name is not included among the 
children of George and Lucy (Page) Baylor, given in the "Page 
Family," and it is more probable that Mrs. Lyne was one of the King 
and Queen Baylors, as William Lyne lived in that county. Nor, under 
the next head, can we find when the Boilings were ever identified with 
King William. None of them ever lived or owned land there. 

Under the notice of the Byrds is the statement which has so often 
been made of late, that the first William Byrd, of Westover, had a 
daughter Mary, who married John Rogers, of King and Queen. There 
is not the slightest evidence in support of this, and we believe there can 
be no doubt that the Miss Bird who married John Rogers, was a mem- 
ber of a family of Bird, who lived for a number of generations in King 
and Queen. William Bird, who was certainly not of the Westover 
family, was a justice for King and Queen, about 1702. 

Another unproven statement is again brought forward in the account 
of the Lewis. The assertion that the immigrant ancestor, was " General 
Robert Lewis," settled in Gloucester, about 1645, and had two sons, 
John and William, and also (according to some accounts, but not in that 
quoted by Mr. Neale), had grants of thousands of acres there, seems to 
be firmly fixed in the minds of the family. This account has been 
challenged so often that it seems hardly worth while to do so again, but it 
is perhaps best to once more make the effort. There is absolutely no 
proof from the records (for the family have nothing but tradition in re- 
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gard to him), to show the existence of any "General Robert Lewis;" 
and the only evidence of the existance of any Robert Lewis at that pe- 
riod (for there are no grants to him) is that in 1656, when Mary, widow 
of Robert Lewis, was about to marry again, the court of York county 
ordered that his land, which was on Poropitank Creek, in the present 
Gloucester, be given to his two children, Mary and Alice. The terms of 
the order would imply that they were his only children. In 1653, Mr. 
John Lewis was granted 250 acres on Poropitank creek, and the head-, 
rights were, John Lewis, Lidia Lewis (probably his wile), Edward 
Lewis, and John Lewis, Jr. John Lewis, Jr., had a grant in Gloucester 
in 1655; Major William Lewis patented 2,000 acres in New Kent in 1655, 
and another tract in Gloucester in 1654. Major John Lewis, who was 
living in Gloucester in 1675, is styled Colonel John Lewis in 1680. This 
is all the authentic information we have seen in regard to the early his- 
tory of the Lewis family of Gloucester, except that the epitaph of John 
Lewis, Esq., of the Council, at Warner Hall, shows that he was the son 
of John and Isabella Lewis. John Lewis the father, was probably the 
John Lewis. Jr., of the patents, and the Major or Colonel John Lewis of 
1675 and 1680; and if this is so, the first grant cited above would indi- 
cate that he was the son of a John Lewis, whom the grant shows was an 
immigrant. We should be glad to see the early history of this family 
clearly traced. Mr. Clarke, is of course, not to be criticised for accep- 
ting what has been several times in print. 

The Waller pedigree, given by Mr. Clarke, has also been in print 
before and was believed to be correct by the late Mr. Conway, of Spot- 
sylvania county, an accomplished genealogist; but there is no evidence 
of the existence of John Waller, who is said to have been born in 1617, 
and settled in Virginia in 1635. AH the facts point to Col. John Waller, 
of " Enfield," and afterwards of Spotsylvania, as the immigrant. 

It has not been a pleasant task to criticise a work in which the author 
has evidently been so anxious to learn and state the truth; but genea- 
logical data are valueless unless they are correct. 

Old King William Homes and Families, is, as we have said, a hand- 
some book of 211 pages, with a full index and twenty excellent views 
of old homes, &c, in the county. Copies of a number of epitaphs add 
to the value of the work. There are notices or genealogical accounts 
of the families of Allen, Trimble, Atkinson, Aylett, Baylor, Boiling, 
Braxton, Brecknoch, Brown, Butler, Byrd, Claiborne, Cole, Coleman, 
Conway, Corr, Dandridge, Dickey, Dunbar, Edwards, Ellett, Fontaine 
Fowke, Freeman, Gregory, Griswold, Henry, Hill, Hundley, Johnson, 
King, Kinkead, Lewis, Lipscomb, Littlepage, Lyne, McElwee, Moncure, 
Morancy, Neale, Newman, Pemberton, Peyton, Pollard, Quarles, Robins, 
Robinson, Showham, Taliaferro, Tatum, Teackle, Thornton, Waring, 
Walker, Waller, West. 



